Objective: Personality has a long history of being linked to attitudes toward various social groups, but little research has explored how darker aspects of personality might contribute to social attitudes. In this article, we explore the role of the ominous personality traits in the Dark Triad (narcissism, Machiavellianism, and psychopathy) in accounting for prejudice, in the specific case of antipathy toward asylum seekers. Method: A community sample of 173 Australians (M age = 23.37 years, SD = 7.88; 74% females) responded to measures of classical and modern explicit attitudes and implicit attitudes toward this group. This study used a correlational research design. Results: The sample reported neutral explicit attitudes (both classical and modern) but implicit attitudes were negative. Classical attitudes were less negative than modern attitudes. Multiple hierarchical regression analyses revealed political conservatism and psychopathy predicted modern explicit attitudes while political conservatism and Machiavellianism predicted classical attitudes. Narcissism was unrelated to all attitudes, and none of the Dark Triad personality traits were related to implicit attitudes. Conclusion: The implications of the relationships between sub-clinical personality traits and social attitudes are discussed in reference to intervening with punitive attitudes towards this vulnerable social group. This article presents new evidence that Machiavellianism is related to classic attitudes, and provides more evidence that psychopathy is related to modern attitudes. Finally, this article adds to the scarce literature on implicit attitudes towards asylum seekers.
1 Personality has often been empirically linked to social attitudes toward different social targets. 2 There are a range of darker sub-clinical personality traits (e.g., Machiavellianism, psychopathy, and narcissism) that have been shown to predict social behaviours. 3 Explicit and implicit attitudes towards asylum seekers in Australia are arguably dual constructs, and thus would relate differently to personality traits.
What this paper adds
1 Psychopathy (and political orientation) predicts modern explicit attitudes and Machiavellianism (and political orientation) predicts classical attitudes. 2 Implicit (automatic) attitudes are unrelated to the personality traits in the Dark Triad (i.e., Machiavellianism, psychopathy, and narcissism). 3 Sub-clinical narcissism is unrelated to all attitudes towards asylum seekers.
Personality psychologists are becoming increasingly interested in understanding the menacing side of human nature, and how the darker aspects of personality might shape how people with sub-clinical levels of these traits navigate their social world (Furnham, Richards, & Paulhus, 2013; Lee & Ashton, 2005) . A threesome of such traits has been dubbed by researchers in this field as The Dark Triad-aptly named as the three traits tap into various properties of human nature that are characterised by malevolent qualities (i.e., Machiavellianism, psychopathy, and narcissism; Paulhus & Williams, 2002) . These traits are frequently found in high levels in some clinical samples leading to an obvious necessity of understanding these traits for clinical psychologists. However, these traits also exist to varying degrees in the general population (Vernon, Villani, Vickers, & Harris, 2008) and, as such, understanding how these traits relate to social attitudes and behaviours is also of importance to social psychologists. Surprisingly little Australian research has attempted to understand individual differences in intergroup attitudes, and even less in understanding negativity towards asylum seekers from a personality perspective. Before effective prejudicedbased interventions can be designed and evaluated, a solid empirical knowledge base that demonstrates which demographic and personality variables predict intergroup negativity needs to be firmly established. In this article, we explore how dark personality traits relate specifically to social attitudes towards asylum seekers. We do so by exploring demographic variables and the factors in the Dark Triad, as measured by the Dirty Dozen (Jonason & Webster, 2010) , as correlates and predictors of explicit (classical and modern) and implicit attitudes toward asylum seekers.
Dark Personality Traits
Personality psychology has largely been dominated by research attempting to account for the most variance in human behaviour by factoring them into the least amount of types or traits (e.g., Cattell, 1966; McCrae & Costa, 1987; Myers, 1962) , and then using these to predict behaviours (Jaccard, 1974; Paunonen & Ashton, 2001) . There has been a recent surge of research that has explored the darker side of human nature. For example, the Dark Triad is a trilogy of socially undesirable personality traits comprising Machiavellianism, psychopathy, and narcissism (Jakobwitz & Egan, 2006; Jonason, Li, Webster, & Schmitt, 2009; Paulhus & Williams, 2002) , which researchers have begun to consider as important counterparts to traditional measures of personality in explaining variances in human behaviour. New research has become focused on the expression of these traits in individuals within the normal range of functioning, moving away from traditional accounts rather than focussing on the clinical range.
The constructs of narcissism and psychopathy have been appropriated from clinical nomenclature (see Furnham & Crump, 2005) , although notably at the sub-clinical level are measured as continuous constructs rather than the dichotomous classification (e.g., as per the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders ; American Psychiatric Association, 2013). Individuals high in sub-clinical narcissistic traits will likely be self-entitled and dominant with elements of superiority and grandiose (Corry, Merritt, Mrug, & Pamp, 2008) , while those high in sub-clinical psychopathic traits will likely be impulsive and non-empathic with a lack of positive regard for others (Hare, 1985 (Hare, , 1996 . On the other hand, Machiavellianism has been appropriated from literature, based in the etymology of Niccolo Machiavelli who philosophised about the craft of manipulation. Individuals high in Machiavellianism will likely be cunning and deceptive, and will be unlikely to show affect when manipulating or exploiting others for self-gain (Geis & Moon, 1981; Jones & Paulhus, 2009) .
A large body of literature exists which demonstrates that personality dictates how individuals relate to each other and their environment (e.g., Pettigrew, 1958) , and that personality can predict intergroup attitudes (e.g., Ekehammar, Akrami, Gylje, & Zakrisson, 2004; Gallego & Pardos-Prado, 2014; Sibley & Duckitt, 2008 ), yet relatively little research has explored if the Dark Triad explains intergroup attitudes. Theoretical understandings of the members of the Dark Triad might lead us to expect each member to contribute to prejudice in a different way. For example, psychopaths are famous for anti-social interpersonal interactions, and their explicit expression of antipathy toward other individuals could also be expected to manifest as antipathy towards social groups, regardless of whether or not this group is normatively protected. Machiavellianism is often conceptualised as the "darkest" or most malevolent of the trio; not only does it lead to exploitative behaviour, which is anti-social in its own right, but it has also been linked to a variety of factors that are reliably known to predict prejudice (including higher levels of social dominance orientation [SDO] and lower levels of empathic concern for others: e.g., Batson et al., 1997; Carnahan & McFarland, 2007) . The least likely culprit, narcissism, has been defined as excessive self-love, which thus might not be linked directly to out-group antipathy. However, self-love is known to enhance out-group salience and this heightened differentiation between the in-and out-group could drive negative intergroup relations.
Although it seems reasonable to assume, and indeed theorise, that the aversive nature of the Dark Triad constellation should be linked to prejudiced attitudes toward out-group targets, little research has empirically addressed this question. Two notable exceptions exist. First is the contribution of Hodson, Hogg, and MacInnis (2009) who conducted a study exploring the roles of personality (the Big Five and the Dark Triad) in modern explicit attitudes towards immigrants. The results of their study showed that the Dark Triad was related to prejudice towards immigrants through a social dominance ideology, while the personality trait of openness was (negatively) linked to this prejudice through an authoritarian ideology. In a regression analysis, their findings revealed that the Dark Triad predicted a small yet significant amount of the variance in these attitudes (adj. R 2 = .043), yet no member of the triad uniquely contributed in the model (although psychopathy marginally predicted when the Dark Triad were entered in the second step of a regression after the Big Five were included in
Step 1). The second is the work of Jonason (2015) 
Attitudes Toward Asylum Seekers
The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (Refugees, UNHCR, 2014) recently reported an estimated 13 million individuals across the globe have been forced to leave their home country. These individuals assume the status of refugees. Around 10% of these individuals (i.e., a global population of approximately 1.27 million) are awaiting resettlement or awaiting their refugee application to be processed, and these individuals assume the status of asylum seekers until they are settled as refugees. Arguably, there is a refugee epidemic; this is the highest this figure has been in approximately two decades and this figure is rapidly increasing with an increase of approximately 2 million refugees in the last 12 months (UNHCR, 2015) . A growing body of research is confirming that, like most targets of prejudice, a range of demographic characteristics and individual difference factors can help explain prejudice toward asylum seekers. For example, in Australia, negative attitudes tend to be explicitly reported more by men (e.g., Schweitzer, Perkoulidis, Krome, Ludlow, & Ryan, 2005) , the less educated (e.g., Lyall & Thorsteinsson, 2007) , those with politically conservative orientations (e.g., Hartley & Pedersen, 2007) , and individuals with lower socio-economic status (e.g., Markus, 2015) . These attitudes have also been empirically linked to ideologies, such as right-wing authoritarianism (Nickerson & Louis, 2008) , SDO (Louis, Duck, Terry, Schuller, & Lalonde, 2007) , and orientations towards social justice and fairness (Anderson, Stuart, & Rossen, 2015) . Finally, research by Pedersen et al. has consistently revealed a strong link between false beliefs (e.g. "asylum seekers are illegal") and hostile attitudes toward asylum seekers (Pedersen, Attwell, & Heveli, 2005; Pedersen, Watt, & Hansen, 2006; Suhnan, Pedersen, & Hartley, 2012) . In summary, our knowledge of the determinants of attitudes toward asylum seekers is vast and growing rapidly, but it has yet to fully incorporate understandings from personality psychology.
Measuring Attitudes Toward Asylum Seekers
Attitude researchers have established that attitudes have two components, those that are controlled and those that are automatic (Devine, 1989; Devine & Monteith, 1999) . The controlled component manifests as explicit attitudes, which are typically assessed using survey-style measures. Measures of explicit attitudes rely on the user's ability to introspect and honestly report their evaluation of the attitude-object. These measures are commonly used in social psychology due to conveniences with their administration, scoring, and interpretation, yet they have been associated with a host of issues, including their susceptibility to motivational attributes and impression management concerns, and a reliance on accurate introspection (Nosek, 2005; Schuette & Fazio, 1995) . Conversely, the automatic component manifests as implicit attitudes, which are typically assessed using computer-based classification tasks. Measures of implicit attitudes assess the strength of congruent and non-congruent pairings between attitude-objects and valence. Discrepancies between the two can be used to infer attitudes. These measures are believed to assess attitudes that are beyond the realm of conscious control (Fazio & Olson, 2003) , and thus free of distortions caused by social desirability (Banse, Seise, & Zerbes, 2001) , or the willingness or ability of the attitude holder to evaluate the attitude-object (e.g., Greenwald & Banaji, 1995) . Contemporary theories posit dual constructs (e.g., Gawronski & Bodenhausen, 2006; Wilson, Lindsey, & Schooler, 2000) , specifically suggesting that explicit and implicit attitudes are related but distinct constructs, with different determinants and different outcomes (Blair, 2001; Nosek & Smyth, 2007) .
Explicit attitudes towards asylum seekers in Australia are pervasive and tend to be negative (see Haslam & Holland, 2012) and until recently, only explicit attitudes toward asylum seekers had been measured. In a recent paper, Anderson (2016) presented a series of studies to explore implicit attitudes towards asylum seekers. This research revealed that participants demonstrated implicit attitudes that were more negative than their reported explicit attitudes, and that these attitudes were predicted by different demographic and ideological variables. In line with notions that explicit and implicit constructs are related, yet distinct (see also Hofmann, Gschwendner, Nosek, & Schmitt, 2005; Nosek, 2007) , these findings were interpreted as evidence for dual constructs of attitudes towards asylum seekers (i.e., explicit and implicit attitudes towards asylum seekers are indeed independent constructs). Moreover, these findings beseech the use of measures of both explicit and implicit attitudes to provide a complete understanding of the factors driving the prejudice towards this group.
The Present Study
The major aims of this article are to examine the role of Machiavellianism, psychopathy, and narcissism in explaining prejudiced attitudes toward asylum seekers, beyond the variance accounted for by demographics variables. These attitudes will be measured at three levels: classical explicit attitudes (assessing direct or overt prejudice), modern explicit attitudes (assessing covert prejudice that accounts for the role of social norms), and implicit attitudes (assessing automatic or non-conscious prejudice). Given the anti-social nature of the members of the Dark Triad, we can assume that each could play a role in explaining intergroup antipathy.
Previous work by Hodson et al. (2009) measured factors of the Dark Triad with separate scales, and explored their role in antipathy towards immigrants in Canada. However, a principal components analysis of their data revealed a single factor solution, and thus their research primarily demonstrated only how the Dark Triad as a single latent factor related to prejudice. This leaves unanswered the question of how each member of the Dark Triad independently contribute to intergroup attitudes, and if these findings replicate when targeting the more stigmatised and marginalised social group of asylum seekers. In this study, we use a single measure, previously validated as measuring three distinct (yet related) dark traits within the one scale (i.e., the Dirty Dozen), which will allow a more nuanced understanding and theorising of how each unique member of the Dark Triad contributes to intergroup attitudes. In this article, we make the following predictions:
• Attitudes hypotheses: Based on existing findings, we expect attitudes toward asylum seekers to be negative. Based on previous work (Anderson, 2016) , we predict implicit attitudes to be more negative than explicit attitudes. Furthermore, based on the knowledge that they also account for socially desirable responding (Akrami, Ekehammar, & Araya, 2000) and based on existing empirical findings (Anderson & Antalíková, 2014) , we predict modern attitudes to be more negative than classical attitudes.
• Correlation hypotheses: In line with existing research, we expect that implicit and explicit attitudes will be weakly correlated (for empirical evidence, see Anderson, 2016 ; for theoretical reasoning, see Nosek, 2007) , and that modern and classical attitudes will be moderately correlated (Anderson & Antalíková, 2014 ).
• Demographic hypotheses: We predict gender to be related to explicit and implicit attitudes; specifically that males harbour more negative attitudes (Anderson, 2016; Schweitzer et al., 2005) . We also predict political conservatism to be related to explicit attitudes; specifically that political conservatism will be related to negative explicit attitudes (Pedersen et al., 2005) . The previous literature has also revealed mixed results about the relationship between these attitudes and age, and so we will include this variable in analyses.
• Dark Triad hypotheses: We expect that the Dark Triad will predict negative attitudes toward asylum seekers, beyond the variance in these attitudes accounted for by demographic variables. The individual members are expected to predict attitudes independently, but in differing amounts. Based on the previous findings of Hodson et al. (2009) , we speculate that psychopathy will predict the largest amount of variance, followed by Machiavellianism, and finally narcissism. Finally, we expect that the members of the Dark Triad will be strongly correlated to one another because previous research has demonstrated such correlations, and also because they have sometimes acted in concert to form a single dimension (Hodson et al., 2009) .
Method Participants
The sample consisted of 173 volunteers (age range: 18-60 years, M = 23.37, SD = 7.88; 74% females) from an Australian community sample. Student research assistants used snowballsampling techniques to recruit the predominantly female sample from their Melbourne-based network of families, friends, and colleagues. Although we did not ask participants of their educational background, we can assume that the sample was relatively well-educated given that they were largely friends and family of the research assistants. Participants endorsed their level of political conservatism on a Likert-type scale ranging from 1 (completely conservative) to 7 (completely liberal). The sample reported being politically neutral, relative to the scale midpoint (M = 3.50, SD = 1.58). Nineteen more individuals participated, but their data were excluded from analysis as they were born outside of Australia. 1 We conducted a calculation to determine the sample size needed for our multiple regression analysis using the formula n > 50 + 8 k (Field, 2009) . Given that we were interested in the predictive power of three demographic factors (age, gender, and political conservatism) and three dark personality traits (Machiavellianism, psychopathy, and narcissism), this study is adequately powered (i.e., we recruited beyond the minimum suggestion of 98 participants).
Materials
The Dark Triad
The trio of personality traits were measured using the Dirty Dozen (Jonason & Webster, 2010) . Each subscale consists of four items that measure sub-clinical levels of psychopathy (e.g., "I tend to lack remorse"; α = .80), narcissism (e.g., "I tend to want others to admire me"; α = .85), and Machiavellianism (e.g., "I tend to manipulate others to get my way"; α = .73).
2 Participants endorse statements on a 7-point Likerttype scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 7 (strongly agree). After reverse scoring appropriate items, average scores are calculated in which a higher score represents a stronger tendency for each trait. The scale yielded acceptable reliabilities for this sample.
Explicit attitudes Akrami et al. (2000) recognised a need to distinguish between classical (i.e., the overt endorsement of prejudice) and modern (i.e., a more subtle manifestation of prejudice) social attitudes. Thus, they developed the Classical (CRP) and Modern Racial Prejudice scales (MRP) to be able to capture blatant forms of prejudice, as well as prejudices that are being under-expressed as a result of social norms. This scale was originally developed to measure racial prejudice, but has also been adapted to measure attitudes toward immigrants (e.g., Anderson & Antalíková, 2014) , and we have further amended it to measure attitudes toward asylum seekers. To measure explicit attitudes, participants to endorse statements on a 5-point Likert-type scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree) for both the CRP (n items = 8; e.g., "Asylum seekers hold negative attitudes toward women") and the MRP (n items = 9; e.g., "Discrimination against asylum seekers is no longer a problem in Australia"). After reverse scoring appropriate items, average scores are calculated in which a higher score represents a more negative attitude. The scale yielded acceptable reliabilities for this sample (α: CRP = .87; MRP = .82).
Implicit attitudes
Implicit attitudes toward asylum seekers were measured with a Go/No-Go Association Task (GNAT; Nosek & Banaji, 2001) , using the stimuli and protocol of Anderson (2016) . This speeded classification task assesses implicit associations by rapidly presenting stimuli in the centre of a computer screen and asking participants to identify words that belong to one of two target categories (usually one target category and one target attribute) that are labelled in the top right-and left-hand corners of the screen throughout the task. During the task, participants are told they can identify target stimuli as belonging to the target category by pressing the spacebar key (i.e., making a "go" response); they are also told that if they identify these stimuli as not belonging to a target category, they should make no response (i.e., making a "no-go" response). Participants receive feedback following each trial (a green "O" indicates a correct response, and a red "X" indicates an incorrect response).
We assessed implicit associations between the target category of asylum seekers with positive and then negative attributes (i.e., two blocks, randomised to limit presentation effects). Specifically, each block comprised 80 experimental trials, with a response deadline of 600 ms and separated by an interstimulus interval of 200 ms. Trials were randomised so that approximately half were "go" trials (i.e., using target stimuli) and the remainder were "no-go" trials (i.e., using distracter stimuli).
Stimuli used were words that were presented against a black background screen in a white 24-point uppercase Arial font. Target category stimuli were eight words that represented asylum seekers (e.g., ASYLUM, REFUGEE; M = 7.00 characters, SD = 1.10) and eight matched words were used as distracters (e.g., CITIZEN, RESIDENT; words length M = 7.33 characters, SD = 1.75). Target attribute stimuli were eight positive attributes (e.g., JOYFUL, LOVE; word length M = 5.83, characters, SD = 1.48) and eight negative attributes (e.g., DISLIKE, HATE; word length M = 6.00 characters, SD = 2.10). When one set of attributes served as target stimuli, the other set served as distracter stimuli. Words were matched for content and frequency of use (Francis & Kucera, 1982) . Before each block, participants were presented with a set of target category and attribute words that would be used throughout the study.
For each block, d 0 scores were calculated in accordance with signal detection theory (Green & Swets, 1966) , as suggested by the tasks' authors (Nosek & Banaji, 2001 ). This assessed the ability of the participants to discriminate signal (i.e., target stimuli) from noise (i.e., distracter stimuli). We then calculated a single attitude score by subtracting the d 0 value of associations between ASYLUM SEEKER and POSITIVE from the d 0 value of associations between ASYLUM SEEKER and NEGATIVE. Thus, a positive value indicates a positive implicit attitude toward asylum seekers, whereas a negative value indicates a negative implicit attitude. Finally, we used the method described by Williams and Kaufmann (2012) to analyse the reliability of the blocks; each block had good reliability (RaSSH: positive = .78, negative = .72).
Procedure
Participants were told the major aims of the study, and those choosing to participate were directed to the webpage that hosted the study (http://www.inquisit.com/). After providing demographic information (i.e., age, gender, place of birth, and political alignment), participants responded to the explicit measures (presented in a counterbalanced fashion) followed by the implicit measure (blocks were randomised). Finally, participants were debriefed and thanked for their time.
Results

Descriptive Statistics
The sample reported neutral classical and modern explicit attitudes toward asylum seekers (classical attitudes were slightly positive relative to the scale midpoint: t(157) = −2.18, p = .031; modern attitudes were neutral; p = .664). Implicit attitudes were negative (differing significantly from a neutral d 0 difference score of 0; t(157) = −4.16, p < .001). Scores on the psychopathy trait were low, while narcissism and Machiavellianism were moderate. The distribution of the participant age variable was strongly skewed; issues of normality were fixed by replacing seven outliers (Zs ranged from 3.12 to 3.50) with x + 2 × SD (Tabachnick & Fidell, 2007) , and applying a logarithmic transformation. Analyses were conducted on transformed variables. Two participants had an excessively high score on the psychopathy scale (Zs = 3.19, 3.42), and these scores were replaced with x + 2 × SD (Tabachnick & Fidell, 2007) . This replacement did not affect the results in any substantial manner. The descriptive statistics for attitude measures, demographic factors and the Dark Triad are presented in Table 1 along with correlation analyses between these factors. As expected, classical attitudes were less negative than modern attitudes, and these differences reached marginal statistical significance t(158) = −1.95, p = .053, Cohen's d = −.14. 
Regression Analyses
In order to estimate the proportion of variance in explicit and implicit attitudes toward asylum seekers that can be accounted for by demographic variables and sub-clinical personality traits, we conducted a series of multiple regression analyses based on ordinary least square regression models. For each regression,
Step 1 included demographic variables, (political conservatism, age, and gender), and
Step 2 included the subscales of the Dark Triad (Machiavellianism, psychopathy, and narcissism).
Predicting Classical Explicit Attitudes
In the first step of the model predicting classical attitudes, demographic variables accounted for a significant 6.80%, with political conservatism and gender significantly contributing to the model F(3, 129) = 4.24, p = .007. In the second step, the inclusion of the dark tried accounted for an additional 10.60% of classical attitudes ΔF(3, 126) = 5.52, p = .001. The final model accounted for 15.70% (adjusted) variance. Gender ceased to be a significant predictor, while political conservatism and higher levels of Machiavellianism were again predictors of negative classical attitudes (final model F(6, 126) = 5.10, p < .001; medium effect, Cohen's f 2 = .24).
Predicting Modern Explicit Attitudes
In the first step of the model predicting modern attitudes, demographic variables accounted for a significant 5.80%, with political conservatism significantly contributing to the model F (3, 129) = 2.67, p = .051. In the second step, the inclusion of the Dark Triad accounted for an additional 9.30% of modern attitudes ΔF(3,126) = 4.62, p = .004. The final model accounted for 11.10% (adjusted) variance. Political conservatism and higher levels of psychopathy were predictors of negative modern attitudes (final model, F(6, 126) = 3.76, p = .002; small effect, Cohen's f 2 = .18). Coefficients are presented in Table 2 .
Predicting Implicit Attitudes
Implicit attitudes toward asylum seekers were not predicted by either demographic variables (Step 1, p = .148) or factors of the Dark Triad (Step 2, p = .398). Coefficients are presented in Table 3 .
Discussion
The purpose of this article was to explore if sub-clinical personality traits predict prejudice; we assessed if the traits measured by the Dark Triad can explain negative attitudes toward asylum seekers. Specifically, we measured classical and modern explicit attitudes and implicit attitudes toward asylum seekers, and a series of dark personality traits that are aversive in nature but still within the normal range of functioning. Analysis of the data revealed that explicit attitudes were related to the Dark Triad, while implicit attitudes were not. The hypotheses of the study were largely supported. Note. Significant coefficients presented in boldface (ps < .05). Higher scores of explicit attitudes represent negative attitudes. Excessive skewness of the age and psychopathy variables were corrected using logarithmic transformations. Gender variable was dummy coded (0 = male, 1 = female). Constants for classical explicit attitudes:
Step 1 = 3.34 (SE = 0.33);
Step 2 = 2.32 (SE = 0.40). Constants for modern explicit attitudes:
Step 1 = 2.95 (SE = 0.34);
Step 2 = 2.22 (SE = 0.42).
Attitudes Toward Asylum Seekers
Attitudes in the sample were somewhat neutral, although implicit attitudes were negative. One premature interpretation for this pattern of results relates to the existence of social norms governing attitudes towards this social group. If asylum seekers are a social group which is normatively protected, then the endorsement of explicit negativity towards this group would be unacceptable which would result in the attenuated reporting of such explicit attitudes, but not implicit attitudes (e.g., Fazio, 2007) . However, should this group truly be protected by social norms, then we could expect explicit attitudes to be attenuated to the extent that implicit and explicit attitudes would be unrelated. For example, Anderson and Antalíková (2014) found that the implicit and modern explicit attitudes of Danish Christians (but not Atheists) towards Muslims were correlated, but the same correlation did not exist when the targets were framed as immigrants. They interpreted this as evidence that Islamophobia is permitted for Christians (as they violate Christian belief systems, and thus are out-groups), which would allow the explicit reporting of negative modern attitudes towards one group, but not the other. Given the correlations that exist between the explicit and implicit attitudes in this sample, a more compelling explanation for these findings is that attitudes toward asylum seekers (in Australia) are prescribed, which subsequently allows their explicit expression and their correlation with implicit attitudes (see Dovidio, Kawakami, & Beach, 2008; Hofmann, Gawronski, Gschwendner, Le, & Schmitt, 2005) . The attitudes of men toward asylum seekers were more negative than the attitudes of women, matching the existing literature (Anderson, 2016 : Schweitzer et al., 2005 . However, this effect was not as strong as could have been expected; gender ceased to be a significant predictor of explicit attitudes once accounting for the Dark Triad, and although gender was a unique significant predictor of implicit attitudes, the model as a whole was not significant. Political conservatism was the strongest demographic predictor in this sample, predicting explicit attitudes even after including the Dark Triad in the regression model. This aligns with previous research on attitudes toward asylum seekers (Pedersen et al., 2005, etc.) , and adds to claims that discourse around issues relating to asylum seekers are indeed a politicised issue (Every & Augustinos, 2008) .
Implicit attitudes in the sample were not predicted by any of the variables of interest. In this study, we found that large amounts of variance in explicit attitudes can be explained with relative ease by demographic and ideological factors, while the same was not true for implicit attitudes. This adds to the evidence (e.g., Anderson & Koc, 2015) , and theoretical arguments (e.g., Nosek & Smyth, 2007) , that explicit and implicit constructs towards the same ostensible target are indeed unique. Alternate arguments include theoretical considerations (e.g., single-construct models; see Fazio & Towles-Schwen, 1999; Schuette & Fazio, 1995) or concerns related to noncomparable methods or even cognitive factors involved in (for a review, see Hofmann, Gawronski, et al., 2005) might result in an attenuated (or non-existent) explicit-implicit relationship. However, we prefer to interpret this dissociation between the pattern of predictors for the explicit and implicit attitudes as further evidence for a now-established literature providing evidence of dual-process models of attitudes (Blair, 2001; Nosek, 2007; Nosek & Smyth, 2007) , including in the specific case that attests explicit and implicit attitudes toward asylum seekers are dual processes (Anderson, 2016) .
The Dark Triad and Prejudice
The Dark Triad were related to negative classical and modern explicit attitudes, but unrelated to implicit attitudes. Interestingly, Machiavellianism predicted classic attitudes while psychopathy predicts modern attitudes. This partially aligns with previous research by Jonason (2015) who found similar Note. Significant coefficients presented in boldface (ps < .05). Higher scores of implicit attitudes represent positive attitudes. Excessive skewness of the age and psychopathy variables was corrected using logarithmic transformations. Gender variable was dummy coded (0 = male, 1 = female). Constants:
Step 1 = −1.79 (SE = .64);
Step 2 = −1.43 (SE = .84).
strength zero-order correlations between his measures of racial prejudice and both psychopathy and Machiavellianism, and that the latter was the stronger predictor of attitudes towards Middle Eastern appearing Australians (this target group, as opposed to Anglo-Saxon appearing Australians, is more likely to be perceived as similar to asylum seekers, even though in reality the two group memberships are from different social categories). Similarly, Hodson et al. (2009) demonstrated that a single dark factor (i.e., a univariate solution to the Dark Triad) predicted negative modern intergroup attitudes towards immigrants, and that psychopathy can predict these attitudes after controlling for the Big Five personality traits. However, this previous work does not explain why only Machiavellianism is related to classic attitudes (but not modern attitudes), nor why psychopathy is unrelated to classic attitudes. It could be argued that Machiavellians are likely to identify asylum seekers as a group who are easily exploitable, and thus will endorse their denigration to facilitate their exploitation. However, they are also cunning enough to realise when social norms are at play; to avoid being perceived as prejudiced, they might attenuate their reported modern attitudes (which account for the role of increasingly egalitarian social norms), but not their classical attitudes. This sensitivity of knowing when it is not appropriate to report attitude could explain why Machiavellianism predicts classical, but not modern, attitudes. It could also be argued that since those higher in psychopathy do not share this same level of cunning, then the social norms that effect the reporting of modern (but not classical) attitudes might not guide their behaviours, thus explaining why they might willingly report modern attitudes. In fact, given the antisocial nature that characterises psychopathy, it could be that the items in the modern measure activate social norms and that this leads to an anti-social response (i.e., greater levels of expressed negativity) from those higher in psychopathy. Future research into the moderating role of socially desirable responding in these relationships could help tease apart these findings.
It is not so surprising that narcissism was unrelated to attitudes. Given that a defining feature of narcissists is their problematic levels of self-focus, then levels of narcissism are unlikely to directly relate to intergroup attitudes. However, narcissism may be involved in mediating processes given that it is typically strongly inter-correlated with the other members of the Dark Triad, as well as other factors known to be related to intergroup negativity such as SDOs (e.g., Wilson et al., 2000) .
Finally, these findings can contribute to the ongoing debate about the nature of darker aspects of personality, or more specifically how many latent "dark" variables actually exist. Given that each factor provided a different pattern of predictions for different aspects of prejudice in this sample, and in alignment with tripartite theorizations (e.g., Jones & Paulhus, 2010; Paulhus & Williams, 2002) , and thus we prefer an interpretation of these findings that claims that the three members of the Dark Triad are indeed distinct. However, we recognise an alternative-given that only two factors supported our hypotheses (i.e., two members were related to intergroup attitudes), perhaps there should only be two members of the dark "triad," as suggested by Kolar (2012, 2013 ; see also Lee & Ashton, 2005; McHoskey, Worzel, & Szyarto, 1998) , and that narcissism might be a distinct factor.
Limitations and Implications
The research presented within holds three limitations that we have identified and wish to acknowledge. The first relates to the target category stimuli used in the implicit measure. We replicated the protocol, and used the same stimuli, as Anderson (2016) who also acknowledged that the stimuli might not exclusively represent the desired target. The implicit measure arguably is tapping implicit attitudes toward asylum seekers, however it could be eliciting responses toward a more superordinate category that accidently encompasses immigrants, refugees, sojourners, or a combination of them all.
The second limitation pertains to the sample. There are locality-based variances in how attitudes towards asylum seekers manifest, and in their causes and consequences. The data presented in this article was collected in Australia; conditions for asylum seekers in Australia are quite unique relative to other countries. As such, the findings presented here might be an anomaly of the sample's location. As with all research around refugees, immigrants, and asylum seekers, crosscultural research is needed to see if these are isolated findings. Beyond this, the sample was predominantly females (presumably well-educated), and gender-differences are known to exist in both levels of the Dark Triad and in negative attitudes making the generalisability of these findings somewhat limited. Beyond this, other factors known to influence the independent variables were not measured (including social desirability, social dominance, authoritarianism, etc.) in this sample.
Finally, we acknowledge that our three distinct patterns of findings might be an artefact of the measure used. Indeed, one distinct difference between this research and the previous work on the Dark Triad and intergroup attitudes is the use of the Dirty Dozen, which statistically contains three dimensions. Moreover, some of these factors contain more than one form of their kind-for example, there are grandiose or vulnerable types of narcissism, which might differently relate to intergroup attitudes. Future research could replicate our study using full, separate measures of Machiavellianism, psychopathy, and narcissism to corroborate our findings.
Given that policy pertaining to asylum seekers continues to be a focus of media and political discourse, it is somewhat surprising that more research into this domain has not occurred. This research, like much before it, has contributed knowledge of the individual difference factors that predict attitudes towards this group (Anderson, 2016; Lusher, Balvin, Nethery, & Tropea, 2007; Mckay, Thomas, & Kneebone, 2012; Nickerson & Louis, 2008; Pedersen et al., 2005) . This knowledge can be used to assist with refugee integration at several levels-primarily to predict where demographically based resistance to integration might occur, and to allocate resources and interventions accordingly.
Concluding Remarks
Little research has previously addressed how darker personality traits relate to prejudice. Although by no means exhaustive, this research suggests that certain traits do relate to different types of prejudice. Indeed, it appears that the darker the trait, the more sinister the negativity-at least as it pertains to explicit attitudes toward asylum seekers. In this article, we have provided new evidence that Machiavellianism is related to classic attitudes, and corroborated existing evidence that psychopathy is related to modern attitudes. Beyond this, we have provided evidence that narcissism is unrelated to negative attitudes, and that the Dark Triad are unrelated to implicit attitudes. Finally, the Dirty Dozen has proven to be useful in measuring the Dark Triad as they relate to intergroup attitudes.
In closing, we wish to make a similar concluding disclaimer as Hodson et al. (2009) ; we are not suggesting that people who express prejudice should be considered clinically dysfunctional, nor should we consider prejudice a problem for clinical psychologists. We simply are intrigued by the way these darker personality traits relate to intergroup attitudes, and argue that integrating the full range of personality traits into such lines of research is necessary to provide a complete picture in how variations in personality contribute to intergroup relations.
